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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORt"'l - #2 Interim Solution

1) Requested By

leG Telecom Group, Inc.
(Company Name)

5525 Cloverleaf Parkway
Valleyviewt OR 44125
(Address)

Peter H. 'White
(Contact Person)

216-377-3040
(Phone Number)

12/5/97
(Date of Request)

216-377-3030
(Facsimile Number)

(Optional: E-mail Address)

2) Description of the network interconnection capabililY. function. system. elem~nt.
or feature, or combination requested (use additional shee!.S of paper to describe the
requested service, if necessary):

A.NSWER:

leG wishes to purchase a modified product/service. Essentially, leG Vlishes to
access an unbundled loop at the Network Interface Device ("NID") at the premises served
by the loop and use the wire pair connecting thal building NID to u~e NID in the
telephone closest on the floor where the customer is located. This would allow leG to
access building inside wire pairs in order 10 serve leG customers in me building by
connecting the customers to reG electronics in the building. This product/service would
only be applicable in multi tenant, multi CUSLOmer buildings where Ameritech has placed
the NID on numerous floors and asserts that it has the legal right to control access to the
building riser cable. Single tenant and single level buildings have only one NID and
therefor, me NID to N1D connection is not required.
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM -- #2 Interim Solution

3) Is this a request for a modification or combination of existing services or network
elements? If so, please explain the modification or combination and describ~ the existing
services or elemen!(s) or indicate its name.

ANS\VER:

leG underst:mds that Ameritech views this as a modification of the standard
unbundled loop which originates at the LSO (Local Service Office) Main Distribution
Frame and terminates at the NID nearest the customer location; and that this new
product/service win create an Unbundled loop that is accessed at three points rather than
the standard two. While reG disagrees with Ameritech's position, it is willing to proceed
on 2I1 interim basis as a means of obtaining access to its customers.

4) Is wis a service or network element available from any other source or a service or
network element already offered by Ameritech? If yes, please provide source's name and
the name of the service or network element.

Since .A.rn.critcch claims o\\nership and control of th::: nS::T c:lble i:: oclti t::nu,t,

multi story buildings, there is no other compan.y that provides this service. Some
situ21ions cO'.lk! be s2.tisfid by leG pbci::g their o\vn c=.ble between floors.

5) Is there any-illing custom or special about the manner that you would like this
feature, function or combination to operate?

Al"SWER:

leG is not requesting any special feature or functionality. We simply require
standard copper pairs between floors in multi tenant buildings where Ameritech claims
o\.V!1.ership and control of the riser cabl~.

6) If possible, please include a drawing or illustration of how you would like the
request to operate and interact with the network.

ANSWER:

See anached.

#5414 2



AMERlTECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORJ.\1- #2 Interim Solution

7) Please describe the expected location life, if applicable, of this capability (Le.,
period of time you will use ic). Do you view this as a temporary or long range
a.."1"angement?

ANSWER:

This is an interim solution with an indefiniw location life. Since Amentech
claims ownership and control of the riser cable in multi tenant, multi SLOry buildings, this
product will be frequently required. Our long term position is that leG should be
permitted to purchase wire pairs that originate at a NID in a building and end at another
NID in the same building.

8) lfyou wish to submit this information on a non-disclosure basis, please indicate
this here. If non-disclosure is requested, either attach a prepared Ameritech non
disclosure agreement, or request one to be sent to you for completion or identify an
existing agreement t.~at covers this transaction, and properly identify c.ny information you
consider confidential.

Not required.

9) W:'1ere do you wan[ LiUs capability cieplJY;:c.'?

A) Stales (Check as many as apply):
______ Illinois
_____ Indiana
______ Michigan

X Ohio
______ Wisconsin

'" Since separate agreement and rules apply in each state, a separate BFR Form and, if
applicable, deposit is required for each stare for which you wish to have Ameritech

process the BF'R.

B) Major T:1e:ro?olitan a:ea(s), in the slate included above (Please lis, area name):
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM - #2 Interim Solution

ANSWER:

This product/service will be required in Cleveland, Akron, Columbus and Dayton.
including the surrounding communities.

C) Specific wire centers (use a separate document if necessary) or other points of
interconnection Or acc~ss where this capability is desired:

ANSWER:

Ameritech's wire centers are not implicated since the service/product involves
only building wire. But building wire in buildings served by all Ameritect1 wire centers
in the above geographical territories will be involved.

10) What is the expected demand for each location, e.g., estimated nwnber of
customers, subscriber lines, number of units to be ordered?

Location

Clcyc1~d

Akron
COIU:.'l1bus

Estimate of demand/units

3,000 to 5,000 pain
1,000 to 3.000 pairs
3.000 to 5,000 pairs
:: ,c:; --; : _. ;(\ 00 pairs

The above figures are for !he first 18 to 36 months.

11) Wha: are your pricing assumptions? In order to potentially obtain lower non-
recurring or recurring charges you may specify quantity and/or tenn cornmiunents you
are willing to make. Please provide any price/quantity forecast indicating one or more
desired pricing points (use additional sheets if necessary).

ANSWER:

At most, lCG would ex.pect to pay no more than a reasonable non-recurring fee
based upon costs incurred by Ameritech as a result oflCG's cut over of the pairs.

12) Please include any other information that could be of assistance to Ameritech in
the evalu2.tion of rhis service request:

#5414
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A..i'vtERlTECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM - #2 Interim Solution

ANSWER:

None.

13) Please classify the regulatory narun~ ofyouf request (Check One):

Request for imerconnection.

Request for a new network element.

Request for a combination of network elements.

Request for Physical Collocation where there is no space available
for either physical or virtUal collocation in the requested Ameritech
Central Office.

x New :scrvic:::: or capability l..rmt does not fit: into any of the above
categories.

14) Wnat problem or issue do you wish to solv~? Vlhy is it necessary for you to
obtain this feature or ifit were unavailable, how would i: impair your ablEt)' to piOvide
your ser,:ices?

ANS'WER:

Absent provision for the above service at a reasonable cost, leG v.ill be denied
2.:cess to its customers.

15) Preliminary analysis cost payment option (check one):

S2,OOO deposit per state included with request under the
understanding that my responsibility for Ameritech's costs shall not
exceed this deposit for the prdimina..ry analysis during the [[r5t 30
days.

#5414

x No deposit is made and (Requesting Carrier Name) agrees to pay
Ameritech's total preliminary analysis costS incurred until I cancel
the request. .

5



By submitting this request. except as provided. we agree to promptly camp.e:1sa~

Amerit:ch for any cos.ts it incurs in processing this request. including costs of analyzing,
developing, ptovisioomg, or pricing the request, Wltil the Ameritech BFR Manager
re.cciv~s our \\'Ti.nen cancellation. We also agree ta compensate Ameriteeh for such costs
in accordance with the aru..c:hed. practice. if \JJE. fail IJ:) auth.ori.2.e. Ameritec:h to prc.c:ee.d with
development within 30 day~ ofreceipt of the 3C>-dny notification. or we fail to order the
3crv1CC wit.~in 30 daysl In accordance with the flilll.l product quounon.

ICG TELECOM GROUP, INC.

By:l#t/J
Pet!T H. Whiu:

Its: Vice President of Op~rations.Ohio

Dated: December 5. 1997
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Issue 2, February 1997

AMERlTECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORM

1) Requested By

leG Telecom Group, Inc.
(Company Name)

5525 Cloverlea.f Parh"Vr'ay
Valleyview, OH 44125
(Address)

Peter H. White
(CoUtjict Person)

216-377-3040
(Phone Number)

12/5/97
(Date of Requcst)

216-377-3030
(Facsimile Number)

(Optional: E-mail Address)

2) Description of the network intercor.necclon capability, flffiction, system, eler.l~:1C

0, feature, or combination requestea (use additional sheets of paper to describe the
requested service, if necessary):

ANSWER:

lCG wishes to purchase a product/service we are calling "NlD (Network Interface
Device) to NID Intra Building Connection" This would allow lCG to access building
inside wire pairs in order to serve lCG customers in the building by connecting the
customers to leG electronics. in the building. This product/service would only be
applicable in multi tenant, mulri customer buildings where Ameritcch has placed the NID
on numerous floors and asserts that it has the legal right to control access La t.h~ building
riser cable. Single tenant and single level buildings have only one NID and therefor, the
NID to 1\ID connection is not required.

reG's preference would be to use its own technicians to identify, rest, select and
utilize these pairs. We would then notify Ameritech of the pairs used and you could
modify your records and commence billing. As an ahemative. lCG is willing 10 pay
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AMERlTECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FORLyI

Ameritech's standard time and mat~rial charges to have your technicians perform these
activities. .

J) Is this a request for a modificacion or combination of existing services or network
dements? If so, please explain the modification or combination and describe the existing
services or element(s) or indicate its name.

ANSWER:

leG views this as nothing more than the purchase of wire pairs. This
product/service will originate at a NID within a multi Story, multi tenant building and will
end at another NID within the same building.

4) Is this a service or network element available from any other source or a service or
network element already offered by Ameritech? lfyes, please provide source's name and
the name of the service or network elemenr.

ANS\VER:

~o.

5) Is !...:.1e:e 21)-~1i:lg C~":S:J:-:~ C~ S?:;;:!.Z:.~ 2~'=·O''':: :~;~ i:~:::.:- ..:--~~~ ~h?_~ YO'~ \;·ot.!..Li E:-(~ th:s
feature, function or combination to op~r.J.!~?

•.\...L'iSWER:

leG is not requesting any special feature or fu.'1ctionality. We simply require
standard copper pairs between floors in multi tenant buildings where Ameritech asserTS
ownership of the riser cable and asserts the legal right to control access to the wire pairs
in the inside building wire.

6) If possible, please include a drawing or illustration of how you would like the
requesi: to operate and interact with the network.

ANS\VER:

See attached.
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FOR..\1

7) Please describe the expected location life, if applicable, of this capability (Le.,
period of ti.me you will use it). Do you view this as a temporary or long range
arrangement?

ANSWER:

This is a long term solution with an indefinite location life. Since .tuneritech
claims ownership and comrol of the riser cable in multi tenant, multi story buildings, this
product will be frequently required and utilized through the life of our contract to serve
our customers in these types of buildings.

&) If you wish to submit this infonnation on a non-disclosure basis, please indicate
this here. If non-disclosure is requested, either attach a prepared Ameritech non
disclosure agreement, or request one to be st:nt to you for completion or identify an
existing agreement that covers this transaction, and properly identify any information you
consider confidential.

A~SWER:

Nor required.

9)

A)

Wnere do vou wam t},is cc:nability denloved?
.; ..... ..

States (Check as many as apply):
______ Illinois

Indiana------
_____ Michigan

X Ohio
Wisconsin------

'" Since separate agreement and rules apply in each state, a separare BFR Form and, if
applicable, deposit is required for each state for which you wish to have .J\meritech
process the BFR.

B) Major metropolitan area(s), in the state included above (Please list area name):

ANSWER:

This product!servic~will be required in Cleveland, Akron, Columbus and Dayton,
including the surrounding communities.

#5412
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AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FO~Y1

C) Spec-iftc wire centers (use a separate document if necessary) or oLlLer points of
interconnection or access where this capability is desired:

ANSWER:

Amerirech's. wire centers are not implicated since the service/product involves
only building wire. Bur building wire in buildings served by all Ameritech wire centers
in the above geographical territories will be involved.

10) What is the expected demand for each location, e.g., estimated number of
customers, subscribcr lincs, number of units to be ordered?

Location

Cleveland
Aleron
Columbus
Dayton

Estimate of demand/units

3,000 to 5,000 pairs
1,000 to 3,000 pairs
3,000 to 5,000 pairs
2,000 to 4,000 pairs

The above figures are ror the first 18 to 36 months.

11) \vnat are your pricing assump:lo.Lls? Ir.. orci~r La PO: '-' '.. :.':

recurring or rectLrring charges you may specify quantity ancilor tenn comruitments you
are willing to make. Please provide e.ny price/quenriry forec~t indicating one Or more
d~sired pricing points (use additio:1al sheets if necessary).

ANS\VER:

At most, lCG would expect to pay no more L~an a reasonable non-recurring fee
based upon costs incurred by Ameritech as a result ofICG's cut over ofLhe pairs.

12) Please include any other infonnation that could be of assistance to Ameritech in

the evaluation ofL!-:lis service request:

ANSWER:

None.

13) Please classify the regulatory nature of your r~quest (Check One):
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ISSUe t, t eoruary 1;J;;1

AMERITECH BONA FIDE REQUEST FOR.l\f

Request for interconnection.

Request for a new network element.

Request for a combination of network elements.

Request for Physical Collocation where there is no space available
for either physical or virtual collocation in the request~d Arneritech
Central Office.

New service or cap<lbility then does not fit into eny of the above
categories.

14) What problem or issue do you wish to solve? \Vhy is it necessary for you to
obtain this feature or if it were unavailable, how would it impair your ability to provide
your services?

ANSWER:

Absent provision for the above service at a reasonable cost, reG v,.~ll be denied
access to its custom~,3_

15) Preliminary analysis cost payment option (check one):

S2,OOO deposit per srate included with request u....lder the
understanding that my responsibility for Ameritech's costs shall not
exceed this deposit for the preliminary analysis during the first 30
'days.

#5412

x No deposit is made: and (Reques!ing Carrier Name) agrees to pay
Ameritech's total preliminary analysis costs incurred until I cancel
the request.
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By submitting this request, except as provided. we agree to promptly compensate
Ameritech f~r any costs it incurs in processing this request, including costs of analyzing,
developing, provisioning, ot' pricing the request, until the Ameriteeh BFR Manager
recciv~ our written cnnceHation. We also al:lrec to compensate Ameritech for such costs
in accordance wi th the atuchcd practice. ifwe fail to authori:z~ Am..aritech to proceed ..,...t th
ckve1opml!J'\t within 30 day!! of receipt of the 30-dny notifictltion, or we fail to order the
service within 30 eay3, in accordance with th::: fin::!l prodUCl q\Jctation.

lCG TELECOM GROUP. INC.

Pete:- H. White

Its: Vice Pttsident of Oneration::;, Ohio

Date: December 5, 1997

#54l'1 6
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.M;P.t:NJlIX B
235CG 'l~"'i::weSW:l ;\"I'J.
='::u;~;ic:C. ;1,11 ~~J75

~tech.----------
December 18, 1997

Mr. Peter White
rCG Telecom Group, Inc.
5525 Cloverleaf Parkway
Valleyview,OH 44125

Via FAX & US Mail

Dear Mr. Willte,

/\nleritech received (via FAX) your Bona Fide Requests (BFRs) on December 5, 1997 for
what ICG characterizes as a '"NID (Network Interface DeVice) to NTD Intra Building
Connection". Before Ameritech can respond to ICG's request Ameritech feels it
necessary to clarify certain. ofICG's characterizations. First, the configuration and status
ofb~~l:l,~._i~~ c,::_':;::: ?:..::cI 1::si'~:'~ \\,~=-e ir~ ~::...::.~~ :T,J: 1- ~~-, ". c.~=-~~-:-.:-?:~~; 2~.·: L.ler~fore

possible service configurations and rates at each lecation will differ. For that reason,
.-'\.meritech cannot process your request as applicable to aU locations. Rat..~er, Ameritech
understands that you are seeking service at Cleveland's Terminal TO\ver B1.!.ilding and
will base its following response on that location.

Second, leG uses the terms "building cable" all.d "inside wire" interchangeably both in its
BFR and cover lener. Within the telecommunications industry, there are distinct
definitions for these tenns. Building cable refers specifically to regulated, capitalized
outside plant cable, Account 2426, Intra-Building Cable, placed by Arneritech, which
extends within a building (on the Ameritech or network side of the Newark Interface) all
the way to the Network Interface (often located on various floors in a multiple tenant
building) and is capitalized to Ameritech's regulated plant account per FCC and Ohio
regulations. Inside wire, on the other hand., refers specifically to wire placed on the
customer side of the Network Interface, owned and controlled by !he building or
premises owner and placed by a vendor of the.owner's choice. As you can tell, these
terms nre not interchangeable and it is important to be accurate and precise when using
them to describe a facility.

Third, Ameritech neither improperly «claims nor asserts" that it ovms the building cable
as stated by reG in its responses to BFR questions 2,5 and 7. As discussed on



December 2, 1997 (AmentechJ1CG Conference ca.lI referenced in ICG' 5 COVl:T letter to
the BFRs), Ameritech does ovm this cable. The cable lCG is requesting to access in
Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building is building cable extending (within the building)
from the premises MDF located on the 20d floor to a Network Interface location on a
specific floor ,?f this multi-tenant building. As such, this cable was placed by and is
oVrned and controlled by Ameritech. (And it is duly recorded in the appropriate Part 32
Account on Ameritech's books.). rCG's access to this cable would be access to
."\meritcch's building cable and NID, not aNID to NlD connection as described by leG,
because the cable between the second floor building ~fDF and the NlD on each floor is
Ameritech's building cable not the building ovmer's inside wire.

Since there is no Network Interface on the second floor of the Terminal Tower Building,
for leG to make a NID to NID cormection as "requested" in its BFR., leG would have to
ieh."tend its outside plant cable through spare building risc:r conduit to the specific floor and
terminate that cable on an leG provided NID which could then be connected to
Ameritech's 1'I1D on that floor for access to the customer's premises or inside wire. This
NID to NTD conEguration is available, per the AmentechlICG Interconnection Contract,
without a BFR. Alternatively, ifICG were to extend its outside piant to the specific floor
of the building where it has cllitomer5, it could place its ovm intra-building cable in spare
building riser conduit and terminate it directly to the customer's premises wi(hout the
need to access A.meritech's NID.

In addition, as described earlier .A.meritech is only able to respond to this type of BFR
based upon the circumstances at a single location where iCG provides specific
infonnation about its desired facility configuration and not for to all multi-tena.:.-E
buildings i:l c.:.1::: Cleveland, Akron, C"~·'.-:::bU5 2:C: >::- '. (":":'o~:' . : ..:'.'-.~ :: ~.'

by ICG's answer ro question number 10 on the BrR form. Tills is because L'rJe type of
configuration, i.e., placement of the Network Interface, varies on a building-by-building
basis due to such factors as age. of construction. building layout and modifications, pia.Dt
placement and upgrades over time, evolving Network Interface technology, changes in
regulation and the building owner's position WiLh regard to the location oIthe Network
Interface and any attendant responsibility for the maintenance of building inside wire.

Based on the foregoing and the December 2, 1997 conference call, Ameritech will
consider lCG's BFRs as a request for access ro the building cuble portion of Ameritech"5
outside plant in the Cleveland Terminal Tower Building and determine the cost of the
BFRs accordingly since this is the only specific location in which leG has expressed an
interest. InCG no longer requires the capability requested under its BFRs for the
Ci~'/da:cd Te:minal Tow;::r B:i!di.r..g, ple::s~ notify me in WTILL.'1g, indicating that rCG
does not require further processing of these BFRs.

For the reasons expressed above and per the AmeritechfICG Interconnection Agreements,
any requests for access to building cable in additional buildings will require leG to
complete a BFR for each specific location. Each building location will require an on site
investigation to determine possible access points and feasibility of building cable access,



resulting in varying COS1:S. In order to provide leG the capability to access Amcritech's
building cable at a specific building location, any further BFRs should provide the
building address. number of pairs required and the specific building areas where ICG
would like access to Ameritech's building cable pairs so as to minimize the work and cost
associated wi~ processing any BFR.

Also. Ameritech believes that there is little difference between the two BFRs submltted
by leG and that the two BFRs are essentially requesting access to the same Ameritech
building cable facilities. For this reason ai'ld the above discussion regarding leG's
incorrect perceptions about the nature of Ameritech's building cable. Ameritech will
consider lCG's BFRs as a single request for access to Ameritech building cable at
Cleveland's Tenninal Tower Building.

With the modifications described above, your BFR will be considered complete. The
following dates have been assigned to the various stages for the processing of your
request:

Date Re5ponse Required
to leG Telecom Group. Inc.

Ackn.owledgment of receipt of your
completed request (10 business days)

Completion ofInitial Evaluation of
BFR (30 days)

Completion of ;\.11)' Additionc.l Product
Development Work -lfRequired (90 days)

12119/97

01105/98

04/03/98

As per your discussioi1 \.vith Neil Cox, Ameritech will endeavor to process your request
as quickly as possible.

If you have any further questions or need to check status of your request, please feel free
to contact me at (24&)443-9900 or by facsimile at (24&)4&3-3738.

Sincerely,

oanne M15si g
Bona Fide Request Manager

cc: Quentin Patterson



APPENDIX C

Decanh:r 233 1997

Ms. J0<l.D.nC Missig
Ba!u F!dc .&=qncst M3P3gt'I

Ameritech Infi:xnmtion Indnmy Scivi.o:s
Room lJ..-~06
23500 'NOrthwesttm Highw.Ij'
Solub5eld. Michigan 48075

I
Dear Ms.~g:

This ktrt::r re&pOnds to your letter of December 18, 1997 rega.rdm.g the Bona
Fu:!c: Requests (~BFRsI) subminc:i by leG. It also io.corparA.teS ilic: x:c:su.l ts of a cill that I
h2.d v.ith yotl and one ofyour OSP c:lgincas 00. D=cember 18, 1997.

.I!.s nJ your letr.er's fu:st~ I~ that afrcr our~ it is c:kar tha!:
lCG is rmking a gmera! !t:qucst: fOr 2.CCeSS to "bt.illding Cl.bkx; ICG's rcqnc:st is not limirc:d
ill "I"';>' CL...-vc:h.cd Tc:...!.0ul To....-cr Buildrg. leG ::.:-qu.i:-cs the capabifuy to D.c able to usc:
abu.iliiin.g c.bk" in ail multi-trn2nt, multi-srory bm1dings..

_~ to yocr scm:J..d pol!!t rcgzrding th~ ilistiocrio n betwec!!. Jlbui!.cli:rg cab1e Q :md
"ins!.d::: wire:t, reG is willing to work with m<: clistinqjon you have made• .For~ .record,
the distinction l"OU b.....e d..'i1WU berween Imra-Building Cable contained in Account »t-26
and i.osi.dc wire., fon::ocrly cODoioro in Aa:oum 244. has. as;m opcrari..cnal IIl.d.ttC!') ban all
bw: ob!.l.I:cr<J.red by FCC d.ec:is.ions.. These: derisions allow, indc.cd in many casc:s compel, the:.
dcmarcari.on point: to be pb.ced ott :t point where wiring, furmally cont2incd in Account:
2426 (what you rcicr to as "b161ding-o.ble') is c:onve..Tt:r:d, in cSSCJ..a:, to lIinsidc wire" by
vi.ro:u: of now bci:::rg .1ocu:o:i on rlu: c:a.:stome::r~ of the dcm..:w:::::u:io~ aad. N a:worl.:
Into:f.l.cc.l Bm if it ,viTI fJol~::a~ p:-ogrws i;:: ~e::;..:: ~> leG ~ b?.PY to
-accommodate your nODXnebtnrr:.

ADJa:;~er.-pany

S525 Qooi-c::rla!~ • Valley Vk::w. Obla~5 • (2l6) m-3000 • Fzx CZ16) 377-30'>0

\~



J

MS.J~ Missig
D~ber23,1997
Page 2

As t'? your third point, Am.t Amcrittth nciI:her impropWy cW!:ns nor as.stltSt

that it owns the building c.bl.c:, lr the EFRsimply states that Amerirexb ke:s claim and -assc:t:

tl:tat i: owns the buil.ding cable; the charaacri:z:ation that Am.eriteeh lIimproperly ll nukt: this
assertion and claim is )'OllIS. In;my eY"'...nt, I thinl: wt. ~i11 have to leave it to the lawye:rs and
~gnbrrnrs to deOde wlur. is p:ropc:r ot" improper.

You then go on. to disOlSS two .altl::n.1.ativt:s: for lCG to ~d its netWork
t:hrougb. spare conduit to the specific floor and then connect Amaitech's NID to an reG
NID or fOr !CG to ext:~dirs oumde pbnt to~ specific floor of the buildi.o.g where i't has
~~. Of course, ifleG pursued c:irl::Ia of these aln:nu:tives, it would not necessarily
peed.oo uic tk Irbnilding ca.b1cu to which Am.critech is denying leG access or Amerir.cch's
fNID. The purpose of~ Bl-"R is to gain access tb the IIbuilding e:tblc" , and. while ! CG is
:l~tive ofyour &uggc:sri.on of :Jtemativcs, it ~ rCG' f: bclief thar ;::he best ccur.s.c here is
to ~itc:me processing ofthe BFR.

As mentioned above, lCG is making a. ba:aI~~ submitting 2. general
BFR. It is 2 m:.Jttr::r of indiffen:nce .to lCG whdhcr~ clu.racterizc w p."'"Od.tu:t lCG is
::cquc:sting:, on the 0lJC hand, as a.a:c:ss to "buildi~gcibk:,. from 2ll MOP to the Net'W"Ou
l.ot:x::riicc or~ on the oth~ hand, as a.cccss to "building able" for a. :t\~twork Interface
Ikvicc (DNInI!) to NID ~OD; this issue: nttd not: ck:r:d.in the: proe~ng of ICG's
BFR. leG is rcquc.,.-nn.g uccss to Amaitecll "building ablc: 1l from .Amc::ritedl's Ilbuilding
NJD" to the}..'l1Ds on~ flDO!:S.j 0:-~ the }/..DF to the:NlD C!:. ;"'+:"i..d..d floors;
or from wiutc~ ~rr/"atiOD and/or ak'ltlo-.:rion poinr A.m.eri.teeh. has for distnDurion of
its outsUk: pbnt to nhui1ciing ob1.c- to me: l\TI:Di coot2ined on the~ or the: telephone
pOSCIS of bnildings. Obv1ously, the reqo=st only 2pplics when: iuncr!ttch in f:ct is
td;; j mi n g or assc..~g. The right to co.n:aol th:: •bcilding cable'\ :a.c.d docs nor. ari.s.:. wh.::rc:

~
building ownc.r has 2SSUID~d I'rcsponsW:lity for the mllnren:mce of lnd/.d.$:ng ir..s::id.&

;n.-::l . ,

The rcmal!1dcr of the substantive &sa{ssion of your letter essc::ati.ally reiterates
your position that~ B1'"R5 submitted by lCG are going to be rr~d as one BFR for a
p;uticul..u loe+tioo)~ Cl.evckc.d.1. Tamitul Tower. As I mentioned Dh~, I believe we
have c:larilied tha.t ICG's requests arc to be ne.m::d ::lS gcoe:nIi:zed requestS for 2.CC~ to

Ilbuildio.g cable" where Ameriredl cbims or <\SStrtS owncrsh.ip and/or the right to conrrol
recess to du:: • bcild.i.ng Clble.. n I

i
I
\

I have:added me itifu::s to jois quOt2tiou £:.-OI11 page 2 ofyour .leI:ru. See note 1,
abov~.
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ICGreco~that it is Amerirechls crptive in n:nns of.Ameriteeh's com.p]r:met:
with the time ~le set forth. in your ktto:. leG, n011erb~JcsS)n:qt1e.&tS c:xpalition for the
BFBs so rm.t we do not have to wait until April to begin to accas -buil.diJ:xg able..•

".

In this eotmeetion, I rclrtntc:. that there are two BF&.. One BFR is for an
intaim. solution whereby lCG a«esscs 2I1 nnbundled loop.. wb1::b. leGp~ from
Ameriteeb. at the &cecho~ fe:Jsjbfe point" ofthc: "building NID.lt or MDF.. or wh.c:.tt:
outside pbnt: is d:stn1mted to buil.ding able. The othc:.r BrR. is for the product dcsa:ibed
in this lettc:'.

Enally, even ~g there: is SOClC -1lIJiquc ~tll to CICrY bm1ding,
Amerl~4l is capWle of developing Ilstandard' l2tCS

a t1;lat aver::tsc the costS betwttII
bujJdiD~ or A.mcrit:cch can dc.vdop a tarUf~ allows fur uniqu.c~ c:ha.rgt:s
2.Od/or en:1.bks Amaitx:eh to decline to proWk aca:ss to building~ iff.tci1itics do not
exist in. the btll1cling.

Th2Dl: you very I:D.lJ.ch for your consikention io. this rnatO:r. Ifyou. have <my
qaesrions plea3e fc.cl free to cemtar-t" the~ at (216) 377-304:0.

AHK/nw
cc: Quentin Pztt. i 'CD.
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January 5, 1998

Mr. Peter White
leG Telecom Group, Inc.
S525 Cloverleaf Parkway
Valleyview,OH 44125

Via FAX & US Mail

Dear Mr. White,

On December 1&, 1997 Ameritech provided its written confirmation of receipt ofICG's Borul.

Fide Requests dated December 5, 1997 and Ameritech's understanding of those BFRs based on
the information contained in the BFR forms and conversations with Amc:ntech'~ICG Account

Manager and ocher Ameritech p=;son~el who participated in 7\ovei:1~er 28 "_'1C D~cembe: 2,
1997 phone calls between our companies. Americech' s leaer also providea t~e ci~te.s assigned to
the processing ofICG's BFRs based on Ameritech's understanding of those requests as
submitted on December 5, 1997.

Since the December 18 letterthere have been two substantive communications between our
companies, a telephone conversation on December 19 r.nd your letter of Decemb~r23, 1997.
Your lener of December 23 has left Ameritech confused with regard to just what ICG is
requesting in its December 5, 1997 BFRs since it conflicts with our earlier conversations.

Furthermore, after discussing our telephone conversation of December 19 and your latest letter
with some of the participants in the November 2& telephone call, I have been informed that the
S3.J11e typc:s of c.::c~ss co Ar.1::ri:;:::::h';; cci ~ding cable c.hac we discussed on December 19 were als:;
discussed on November 28. Ameritech participates in conference calls regarding BFR3 in an
effort to chiify each party's understanding of the request. However, the telephone conversations
belween our COmp311 ies, both prior to and after receipt of your December 5 BFRs, have only
served to confuse Ameritech's understanding ofTCO's requests especially since the types of
access to building c.:.bk discussed on our calls arc ir. (~;;~C~ conflict with both leG's BFR and irs
December 23 letter.

During our December 19 phone eonver3a.tion, [CG advised Ameritech that it was making a
general request for access to Ameritech's building cable in Ohio not a request for access to
building cable only in Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building. At that time, Ameritech reiterated



its position that it can only respond to leO's type of request on a building/location specific basis
because each location is unique. Also during our December 19 conversation. lCO advised
Ameritech that despite Ameritech's statement to the contrary in its December 18 letl:er that there
were two separate BFRs. one which leG has described as an int~rirn solution and another longer
term "solution" ("long term BFR") we discussed on the phone and that is referenced in your
December 23, 1997 letter. In our December 19 telephone conversation you also indicted that
Ameritech's December 18 letter did not capture the real nature of lCG's requests which you said
were difficult to explain in a letter and consequently went on to describe verbally.

Based on our December 19 telephone conversation, ICG indicated that its real request went far
beyond its request to use Ameritech's building cable pairs between the building MDF and the
Network Interface on individual floors, (as described in Ameritech's December 18 letter and
confirmed in lCG's December 23 letter). Rather ICG stated that in addition to, or possibly in
lieu of such normal access. it sought to gain access to Ameritech's building cable at any point
(on any floor) that a building cable pair passed. Nothing In your BFR or your De:ember 23
letter describes or contemplates this type of access

Due to these conflicts, at this point in time, Ameritech can only respond to ICG based on the
statements made in \Witing by ICG (the December 5 BFRs and the December 23 letter). If rCG
wishes to pursue access to Ameritech's building cable at any point other than an existing cross
connection point (such as the building MDF), multiple points of access to a single loop or access
to building cable in Ohio buildings other than Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building, per thc

Ameritech/lCG Interconnection Agreement, ICG will be required to submit additional BFRs.
Further, since any wir~ located on the customer's side of the Network Interface is not o'NTled or
controlled by Amerirech and any work Arneritech might perform on such wire is perfonned on
an unregu.lated b2.sis, any access to or work cn such wire is not covered as a pan: of Ameritech's
r~spons~ ~I~ ~~~5 s::?\...

At this time, Amerirech also feels compelled to respond to certain allcgZltions in your

December 23 lett:::-.

Ameritech does not agree that there is any issue concern1ng its o\lmership and control of building
cable and Ameritech's position vis avis control of building cable in Cleveland's Terminal Tower
Building given FCC (Dockets 79-105 and 88-57) and PUCO decisions regarding inside wire
(IW). FCC decisions address the placement of Network Interfaces for new construction or major
building renovation in multi-tenant buildings and allow for rc,arrangcmcnt of cxining Network
Interfaces in multi-tenant buildings at the request and expense of the building O'Mler.
Rearrangement!re~location of multiple Network Interfaces to a single point within a multi-tenant
building transfers the responsibility for maintenance of any wire between the Netv.'ork Interface
location and individual tenant premises to the building owner.

In addition, in paragraph 6 (page 2) of your December 23 letter you indicate that it is a "matter of
indifference to leG whether you characterize th: product ICO is requesting, on the one hand, as
access to "building cable", from an NID? to the f\~:'NOi'f;, Interface or, on the other and, as access
to "building cable" for a Network Interface Device eNID") to NID connection". Ameritech
continues to reiterate that there is a definite need to be precise in using these tenns. In the first
instance, access to building cable from the building MDF to the Network Interface, the cable
referenced is building cabIe which is owned by Ameritcch and the only Network Interface for
any specific loop is on the floor where the ultimate (end-user) customer is located. In the second



instance, if there were a Network Interface located where the outside plant cable cnt=rs the
building, all wire on the customer's side of the Network Interface would be inside wire and there
would be no reason for a BFR, as access to this inside wire would be controlled by the building
owner. Also the use of the tem "NID to NID connection" has a specific meaning (FCC Docket
96-98 Paragr~h 396) which provides for the connection of a carrier provided loop to a
customer's inside wire through a carrier provided NID connected to Ameritech's NID (which is
not located at the building MDF in Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building as conststently
asserted by leG).

With respect to ICG's December 5, 1997 BFR that ICG designated as "interim", Ameritech is
still unable IO see how accessing existing spare building cable pairs at the building }.1I)F as
described in this BFR is any different than accessing existing spare building cable pairs in your
other BFR which lCG has described as "NID (Network Interface Device) to NID Intra Building
Connections". Our December 19 telephone conversation further confused this issue for
Amcritech. Thus, Americ.ech does not believe that it has sufficiem information to process this

"interim" BFR as separate from leG's other BFR.

In response to lCG's lon~ term BFR which requests the use of individual building cable pairs
from Ameritech, it is generally technically feasible for lCG to gain access to existing spare
building cable pairs in Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building. Access to Amentch's existing
spare building cable pairs in Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building may only be obtained at the
building JVrDF and would run to the specific Ne{V;'ork Imerface involved. Howe',er, such
individual pairs are not available for purchase by leG, as Ameritech does not sell the individual
cable pairs frora a larger cable. However, in appropriate circumstances, Amente-:h will make
existing spare cable pairs available for use at cost based rates (including appropriate joint and
common costs).

In response to leG's desi:-e for Ameritech to process it's December 5 BFR as a generic request
for access to building cable In all Ohio buildings. Ameritc::ch can not accommodat:: leG's
request. For the reasons specified in Ameritech' s Decem ber 1g letter, namely, "'because the type
of interface, i.e., placement of the Network Interface, varies on a building-by-building basis due
to such factors as a~e of construction, building layout and modifications, plant placement and
upgrades over time, evolving Network Interface technology, changes in regulation and the
building owner's position with regard to the location of the Network Interface and any attendant
responsibility for the maintenance of building inside wire" and per the AmeritechJ1CG
Interconnection Agreement, requests for access to building cable in multiple buildings will
require lCG to complete a BFR for each specific location so that Ameritech may determine the
technical feasibility ofICG's request at that location and the cost to provide such requests if
technically feasible to do so. To minimize the work and cost associated with processing any
further BFRs, ICG should provide the building address, number of pairs required and the specific
building 2.!eas where lCG requires access to Arneri:ech's building cable.

This letter represents the conclusion of Arneritcch's initial assessment oftcehnical f"-ed:sibility for
ICG's long t~ml BFR. Ameritecn's costs to process this BFR] including on-site investigation of
the building cable layout at Cleveland's Terminal Tower Building by the local Outside Plant
Engineer and Ameritech personnel responsible for developing Ameritech's operating practices,
through today is $2,811.00.


